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~b. Magalie R Salas
Socretary
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW., TWB204
Washington, D.C. 20004

ReI Petition for Rule Makine
WUPV(TII). Ashland. Virginia

Dear Ms. Salas:

On behalf of Bell Broadcasting, L.L.e. licensee of television s1ation WUPV (TV), Ashland,
Virginia, enclosed please find an original and fOUT copies of a Petition for Rule Making.

The Petition requests the Commission to amend the NTSC Table of Television Allotments
(47 C.F ,R. §73 .606(b» to delete noncommercial educational TV Channel 52 at Courtland, Virginia,
substitute TV Cha"'mel 52 for Petitioner's currently allotted NTSC Channel 65 at Ashland, Virginia.
and modify Petitioner's license accordingly

Should any questions aris~ in considering this matter, it is respectfully requested that you
communicate with this office.



BefOrt tbe
Federal Commuaications Commission

WashiDgtoD, D.C. 20554

In the Matter of

Amendment of Section 73 .606(b),
Table of Allotments,
TV Broadcast Stations
(Ashland, Virginia).

)
)
)
)
)
)

)

MM Docket No. 00
&\1------

PETITION FOR RULE MAKING

Bell Broadcasting, L..L.C. ("Petitioner" or "WUPV").lkensee ofTelevision Station W'LTV.

Ashland, Vtrginia. NTSC Channel 65, by hs cow1Sel, hereb)' petiticns the Commission, pursuant to

Sections 1.401 and 1.420 of the Commissiolt"S Ruks, to substitute a "\ew channel for cperation of

WJPV. Petitionerrequests the Com:'llissicn to amend the ~TSC Table of Televisicn Allotments

(47 C.F.R. §73 .606(b)) to delete noncommercial educational TV Cha.l1I1el 52 at Courtland, Virginia.

wbstitute TV Channel 52 for Petitioner's currently allotted NTSC Channel 65 at Ashland, Virginia,

and IT10dify Petitioner's license accordingly. \ As there is no licensed station on or pending

acceptable applicatIon for Channel 52 at Courtland, Virginia, grant of this petition Wlll serve the

public interest and facilitate the Commission's objective of ckaring TV channels 60-69 prior to

completion of the transition to DTV. In support hereof, Petitioner states as follows:

I NTSC stations on channels 60-69 may file a petitit)u to relocate to a lower channel at any
time. Such petitions do not have to be filed during a pa..-ticlliar filing window. See !\1ass Media
Bureau Arulounces Window Filing Opportunity for Certain Pending Applications and Allotment
Petitions for r\ew Analog TV Stations, Public l\rotice, D.'\ 99-2605 (ReI. Nov. 22, 1999) [hereinafter
Ai!olment Petitions Public 1V'otice]. Acc.ocdingly. the instant petitioll fOT rule making is hmely filed.

. 1 -



1. NTSC Channel 52 is available to be allotted to Ashland, Virginia. Although Channel

52 at Ashland, Virginia, is mutually exclusive with the cunent noncommercial NTSC Channel 52

alloUTlern at Courtland, Virginia,2 Chan.'1el 52 at Courtland is a vacant allotment. There is no

licensed station on Channel 52 at Courtland. Further, although the Mass Media Consolidated Data

Base indicates that an application for Channel 52 at Courtland has been tendered,) this application

has 110t been, and cannot be, accepted by the Commission. In the FCC's DTV proceeding. the

Commission fimlly stated that the last day for filing applicatior..s for new NTSC stations on vacant

atiotI:1ents was Friday, September 20, 1996.4 The application tendered for Channel 52 at Courtland

was filed on September 23, 1996.5 That filing does not acknowledge that it is late-filed and do\:s not

seek a waiver of the Commission's finn deadline of September 20, 1996. Accordingly, that

applicatio!1 is unacceptable for ftling and must be dismissed. 6 Besides that one unacceptable

applic:ationt there are no other pending applications for ChatUlel 52 at Courtland. As Channel 52 at

2 See 47 CF.R. § 73.606(b).

) See FCC File No. BNPET-19960923ABC, fil:d on behalf of Community Televi sion
Educators.

~ See Advanced Television Systems and Their Impact upon the Existing Television Broadcast
Service, MM Docket No. 8'7.268.0 Sixth Furlher Notice ofProposed Rule Making, FCC 96-317, 11
FCC Red 10968 (Rel. Aug. 14, 1996),160; see also Affiranced Television Systems and Their Impact
upon the Existing Television Broadcast Service, MM Docket No. 87·268. Sixth Report and Order,
FCC 97·115 (ReI Apr. 21, 1997), ~ 104 [hereinafter &xth Report and Order],

5 See FCC File No. BNPET-19960923ABC.

~ The FCC's staff has indicated to Petitioner's counsel that all applications for new
commercial and noncommercial NTSC stations filed after the September 20, 1996, deadline will be
dismissed absent extraordinary and compelling circumstances which must be stated in the filing.
No such showing was filed wi.th C01Thllunity Television Educators' application in File No BNPET
19960923ABC.

57791.3 ·2-



Courtlanclis a vacant allotment, Peti~iollcr requests that the Commission delete that allotment Such

acttOn would be consistent with the FCC's decision to eliminate all vacant NTSC allotments ill the

Sixth Report and Order of the Commission's DTV proceeding.?

2. The substitutio!1 of;'HSC Channel 52 for NTSC Channel 65 at WUPY's current

tower site would ccmply with the Commission's technical requirements. TI'te attached Engineering

Statement, prepared by Kevin.1. Fisher, consulting engineer to Petitioner, provides technical support

for this proposal Wld is incorporat~d helein by reference. As detailed in the Engineering Statem,,-nt,

operation on NTSC Channel 52 from \VUPV's currently licensed site meets the Commission's

analog spacing requirement in Section 73.610 and th~ DTV illtcrference criteria ia1 Section

73.623(c).8 The only technical issues with \\t1JPV's use of Channel 52 concem 1be va.:ant NTSC

Channel 52 al1'Jtment iJ1 Courtland, Virginia; WMAR.·DT on Char.nel 52 in Baltimore, ~1aryland;

and WTVD·DT on Ch~el ~2 in Durham, North Carolina. As set f011h in the above paragraph,

Petitioner herein requests deletion of Channel 52 at Courtland as it is a vacant allotment with no

acceptable application pending. Further, Wt.:PV·s proposed Channel 52 operating parameters

demonstrate no cogniZable interference concerns with respect to WMAR-DT (showing only 0.2%

interference as licensed and 0.4% interference as allotted) and WTVD-DT (showing only 0.1 %

, See Sb:th Report and Order, ~i 112.

~ See Engineering Statement (attached hereto as Exhibit A). Proposals to change the channel
of an existing NTSC allotment must (1) meet the minimum distance separation requirements
between NTSC stations and (2) protect DIY stations from interference. See A.lIotment Petitions
Public N?tice.
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interference as licensed, as allotted, and as applied for).9 Accordlngly, the proposal satisfies the

Commission's technical requirements.

3. Petitioner's request to substitute Char.ne152 for Chalmel65 is in thepublie interest

because it advances the Commission's goal of encouraging voluntary clearing ofchannels 60-69 at

the earliest pcssible date. By clea.-ing the 700 MHz band early, incumbent 60-69 television

licensees, such as Petitioner, will help expedite the arrival ofnew wireles'il voice and broadband data

services and will help make available to the public ~afety c011UJ1unity needed new spectrum that

Congress has mandated to be allocated for public safety use.

4. In the Commission's 700 MHz service anc auction rules proceeding, the Commission

established a presumption that, in certain circumstances, substantial public interest benefits will arise

from the early cleering ofchannels 60-69 by incwnbent broadcasters,l() Thus, the Commission will

presume that the public interest is substantially furthered when grant of a regulatory request

associated with clearing channels 60-69 would (1) not result in a significant loss ofbroadcast service

tu th: community; and (2) make new wireless services available to consumers; (3) clear commercial

frequencies that enable proYisioll ofpublic safety services; or (4) result in the provision ofwireless

service to underserved communities J1 A grant ofPetitioner's request to substitute Challucl 52 for

Channel 65 would result in absolutely no loss ofbroadcas! sen-'ice to the conununity of .A..shland,

9 &e Engineering Statement, ExhlbitD-Z. Under the Video Services Division'scngine~ring

rounding policy, interference ofles! than 0.5% is not cognizable.

lC See Sen'ice Rules of the 746-764 and 776-794 MHz Bands, and Revisions to Part 27 of
the Commission's Rules, Wi Docket 1\0. 99-168, J\-femorandum Opinion and Order and Further
Notice ofProposed Rulemaking, FCC 00-224 (Re!. Jun. 30,2000).

il See id. ~ 61.

S7791.3 -4-



Virginia. Unlike most scenarios presumed by the FCC in the 700 MHz proceeding, WlJPV .......ould

not tenninate NTSC operation after vacating Chonn~165. Rather, \Vl:}JY would continue ~TSC

operation on Channel 52 in addition to DrV operation on its allotted DTV ChaIUJel 47. Further,

Channel 65 is the ordy used TVallotmem within rhe 700 MHz band in the Riclullond-Petersburg)

Virginia market. lZ Allowing substitution ofNTSC Channel 52 for NTSC Channel 65 would thm

clear the way tor the early implcmentatbn of new wireless and pUblic safety services in this

important market. Ac:ordingly, tmder the Corrunission's standards, substantial public interest

benefits car. be presumed from a gra."lt ofthe instant request to permit wupv to move from Channel

65 to ChalUlcl 52.

5. Petition:! herein states its present intention to apply for Channel 52. Petitioner

recognizes that the instant request is made without knowing the market winner of the 700 MHz

auction, which is cu.'1'ently scheduled to begin on March 6, 200 1,:~ and without tbe financial benefit

cfhaving entered into a volu:'1tary b,ll1d cl:arance agreement '.:vith a new 700 MHz licensee, Should

the Commission not resolve the instant proceeding by the conclusion of the 700 MHz auction,

Petiticner herein reserves the right to .7:r.ter ;nto a band clearance agreement WIth a new 700 MHz

I:! Sec Television & Cable Facthook 2000, at A-1227. In addirion to ~TSC Channel 65,
:NTSC Channe163 is the only other 60-69 allotment in the Richmond market; however, Channe163
is an unuseable allotment since the Comnlission will no longer grant authority for operailon on
channels 60-69. See AllotmentPetitions Public Notice. Accordingly, no station wil! ever be granted
authority to "perate on Channel 63 in Richmond, and thus, PetitiOlier's Chalme165 allotment is in
fact the only 60-69 alIotment in Richmond that now can ever be used by a tele"ision station.

'~Auction ofLicenses for the 747-762 and 777·792 MHZ Bands Postponed Until March 6,
2001, Public Notice, FCC 00-282 (rel. July 31, 2000).

57791.3 -5 •



licensee ,i'thich could have the added benefit of providing remuneration that could help defray

Petitioner's costs in implen:enting DrV service.

6. For the above reasons, Petitioner respectfully requests that the Commission adopt a11d

release a Notice ofProposed Rule Making, proposing to amend the NTSC TV Table ofAllotments

by deleting NTSC Channel 52 at Courtland, Virginia, and substituting NTSC Channel 52 for NTSC

Cbannel 65 at Ashland, Virginia. Thereafter, Petitioner respectfolily requests that the Commis5ion

adopt and release a Report and Order amending the NTSC TV Table of Allotments as follows:

5779! .3

Community

Ashland, VA

Courtland, VA

Present Allotments

65....

*52

~ 6-

Proposed Allotments

52



BROOKS, PIERCE, McLEr'roO~,
Hl.MPHREY & LEONARD, LL.P

First Union Capitol Center
Suite 1600 (27601)
Post Office Box 1800
Raleigh, North Carolina 27602
Telephone: (919) 839·0300
Fac.simile: (919) 839·0304

November 3, 2000

57791.3 ·7-

Respectfully submitted,

Counsel to Bell Broadcasting, L.L. C.



5MITH AND FISHER

EXHIBIT A

ENGINEERING STATEMENT

The engineering data contained hereiil have been prepared on behalf of BELL

BROADCASTING LLC, licensee Of 'NUPV{TV), Channel 65 in Ashland. Virginia. in support

of its Petition for Rulemaking to substitute NTSC Channel 52 for WUPV's NTSC Channel 65

in Ashland, Virginia.

Due to the imminent FCC auction of the Channel 155 spectrum to wireless

communications services, the licensee of \MJPV desires to vacate the present NTSC

channel as soon as possible. ()ur detailed enamel search reveals that NTSC Channel 52

meets the Commission'i analog spacing r.tquirements of §73.610, as wett as the OTV

interference criteria of §73.e23{c). Deletion of the unusecl NTSC Channel 52 allotment In

Courtland. Virginia, i$ required in order to make Chamel 52 available in Ashland, Virginia.

Exhibit B-1 is an NTSC spacing study for the new Channel 52 allotment in

Ashland, basad on the reference coordinates for this community (370 45' 31" N,

77° 28' 4g- W). As sho",,", the only shortspacings involve WMAR-OT, Channel 52 in

Baltimore, Maryland; the umJsed NTSC Channel 52 allotments in Courtland, Virginia. and

Cumberland. Maryland; and WCWVc.rv,. Channel 57 in Richmond, Virginia. It is requested

that the new Channel 52 allotment in Ashland be site-restricted to an area at leut 11 kilo

meters east of the Ashland reference eoordi'1ates in order to protect the Cumber1and

allotment and WC\IIN. Exhibit B-2 is another apacing study, this time using the licensed site

of WUPV(1V). As iho\M'l. the only short-SPiCing issues are with respect to the vacant



SMITH ,,"'.. FISHER

EXHIBIT A

Channel 52 assignment in Courtland, Virginia, and to WMAR-DT on Channel 52 in Baltimore,

Maryland.

Although we request the celetion of the unused Courtiancl aliotment, It Is

important to note that there Is 8 pending application for this assignment

(BNPET-19960923ABC). However, the applicant, Community Television Educators,

tendered the proposal after the cutoff date set by the Commission for the filing of applications

for n~ NTSC television services. Therefore, it is believed that BNPET-19ge0923ABC was

not timely filed and must be dismissed by the Commission on procedural grounds.

With respect to J)Otential interference to WMA~-OT, as wei' as other DTV facaities

and allotmentS, we have a.1alyzed the effect of 8 proposed NTSC Channel 52 Ashland

$tation on these stations. Under the present circumstances, the FCC's spacing requirements

to digital television facilities and a!lotments do not pertain. Instead, Longley-Rice

interference studies are utilized to ensure that the NTSC proposal meets the requirements of

Section 73.623{cJ(2) of the FCC's Rules (without the benefit of caUSing de minimis levels of

interference).

The operating parameters used in the interference study are identical to those of

WUPV, except that an effective radiated power of 5000 kw was assumed. A tabulation of the

proposed ope,.ting parameters Ii provided in Exhibit C. Exhibit 0 is an interference study.

which concludes that the proposed WJPV filcility meets the requirements of §73.623(c)(2) of

the Rules wilh respect to all DTV facilities and alotments.

W".MiNlOTCN. O.C:.

,
-I

I



SMITH ~N" FISHER

,;XHIBIT A

It is~5 requested that the FCC delete the analog Channet 65 assignment in

Ashland, Virginia, .nd the Channel 52 assignment in Courtland. Virginia, and add NTSC

Channel 52 to Ashland for use by W'JPV. by changing §73.606(b) of its Table of NTSC

Allotments, 85 follows:

COIMlUnity

Ashland, VIrginia

Courtlend. Virginia

Presl!r.t Allot'Tlents

esot
-52

Proposes: Allotments

52

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing statements and the attached

·1
;

e~bits, VJhich were prepared by' me or under lpY imme ate supervision, are true and
,

correct to ttle best of my knowledge and belief. :

KEVIN T. FISHER

October 18, 2000

i

I
W"'~INOTO~. b,C.

r

r
I

I





Smith and Fisher
WIshlngton, DC

i,
Datawcr1d Analog TV~ Study

i

Title: Ashiafld, Virginia
Channel" 52 ZOI'l6 I (698·704 MHz)Ana'og

Database: fJN 10/1612000 530:59 PM

EXHIBIT B-2

~\JPV('IV) SIn:
Latit'Jde: N 37' 44' 310'

Longitude: W 77' 15' 15.0'
safety 20M: 30.0 k;n

450 I ~,9

I 1 4S5.9

I

Chan ;HAAT(m)
Zone HAMSLIm)

16.3 184.6 95.70
196.7 88.94 CLEAR

Br·t,) Di$t Req
-m (klDl. (kml

120.4 31.40
88.96 CLEAR

147.0
327.5

ERP LatillJde
fkW} Longitvde

2000 N 35' 49' 51.0'
W 76' 31' 05.0'

1290 N 39' 20' 10.0'
W 76' 38' 59.0'

344.0
351.0

i
49- I

I .

WBFF Lie Che.sapeake Tete-..islon licensee,
Baltimore MD BlCT-19a90526KF

WP~ CP Paxson Corrtnlrications Ueense Co
Portsmo!Jh VA BPCT·19960627KK
CP gr.r.ted 712419S per 44293-7/29198;

CaU AUh .Lice!"Isee name
Cit(WLietme St FCC F~e N~

WBDe-TV CP WBDCBroadcasting, Inc. ,500 1 262.0 2360 N 38"57'00.0' 6.4 135.0 31.40
Washington DC BPCT-20000619AEP I· 330.0 W 1r 04' 49.0' 186.5 103.6 CLEAR
CP granl;ed 9119/2000 per 4482S-912512OOO:EXT 950511 OP (23513 5I22i95); :

I

WBOC-TV Aw WBDC B~ting, Inc. 51 i 274.0 100 N 38" 57'00.0' 64 135.0 100.0
Washington DC BPCOT-19990915TL I i 340.0 Vol 17" 04' 49.0' 186.5 28.95 CLEAR
DiQilal chanl1ii; OTV c:hEmeI;CP canceled and call sign deleted per~1~7;

VA
i

'520·
II

0.0
0.0

o N 36' 42' 60.0· 171.7 115.0 248.6
W 7r 04' 00.0' 351.8 -134 SHORT

184.5 217.3
-32.8 SHORT

16.3
196.1

602 N 39" 20' 06.0'
W 76" 39' 03.0'

WUAR-TV lie Scripps Howard Broadcastir~ ~

BaltiMOCe MO BlCDT-19900713KE
Digital chalneI; ON eheMtl;

WWF-·TV . OW ScriPP6 Howard~det.mg~ 52. i 3050· 1000 N~· 20' 05.0' 16.3· 184.5 21;,3
Ba:tmore MD I :389.0 W 76" 39' 03.0' . 196.7 -32.8 SHORT
Digl+.al clwlne!; DTV Channel Alotment per MM Doc 87·2E8 (6th R&0) teltUeel2l19198:; DA: rep MDSAlTIMORE_52 @O.O'

I
I

52. 311.0
I' 395.0

AlLOC
Currberiand MO

52 +- !
I I

0.0
0,0

o N 39" 38" 60,0' 328.8 249.2 243.6
W 78" 45' 48.0" 1478 0.600 CLOSE

WNVT Lie CeOOal Virginia EclJcaljona/ Tel
Goldvein VA BMLET·19901114KE

NEW ~ ~ Unl'Jel'Sity
H8nllton VA BPET-199202C3KE

WWC Lie Gentlal Virginia EWcatiONl Ttl
Fairfax VA BlET·19830525KF

WC\ffl Ue Central Virginia Ed.artional Tel
RIehmorid VA BlET-7808281tJ

-530· 229.0 2290 N 3$" 3r 42.0" 350.8 99.;1 8770
1! 3090 '/oJ n' 26' 20.0" 110.6 12.01 ClOSE

I

'56 + I 144.0 1(0) N 37" 01' 02.0" 134.5 114.4 31.40
I ; 144,0 W76' 20' 11.0" 315.1 82.96 CLEAR

'56 - 2230 1230 N 38' 52' 28.0· 1.2 125.7 51.40
I 311.0 W 77" 13' 24.0' 1e1.2 94.34 ClEAR

I"5T. ; 293.0 1000 N 37" 30' 46.0' 230.3 39.85 31.40
I : 360.0 W 77· 36' 060' 5O,1 8.450 CLOSe

WPX Ue 0 PMeeta Uceose of Uerinsburg 60 + i 3);).0 2040 N 39' 27' 27.0' 340.0 203.1 31.~
Martinsburg WI/ BLCT.199608.."6KG I; ~.O W 78"~ 53.0' 15$.5 171.7 CLEAR
Uceme plted 6121199 De( 44517-6128199;; DA: DIE OOD-380402KG ~ 0.0"; Prin«y station: WPXW MMessas. VA

I

WPXY¥ CP Paxson Washington Uoense. Inc. 66 +; 190.0 3400 N 38" q 16.0· 356.8 116 3 95,70
Mar.assas VA 8PCT-20000215AAR I: 275.5 W n"19' 47.0' 176.1 20.57 CLEAR
C? granted 5lSl2000 per 44738-5J1912OOO;RElNST. FORR, CF EXT RECD ~2S-W Pffi rccc IWEN 7-16-S3·, .
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SMITH ...., FISHER

~

1

I

f

PROPOSED OPERATING PARAMETERS
l

PROPoseo WlJPV(lV}
CHANNEL 52 - ASHLAND, VIRGINIA,

i

EXHIBIT C

Channel Number:

. Zone:
Site CoordInates:

FCC Tower Registration Nwniber:
t.,

Tower Site EI6V3tion (AMSl):

Overall Tower Height Above pround:
• I

Overall Tower Height AboYe (AMSl):
.' ,

Effective Antenrl. Height Ab.v. Ground:
effective Antenna Height (AjJSl):

. 'r '

Average Terrain elevation (~-10 mjles);

Etre¢tjve Antenna Height~.
. Avera;. Terrain: ~

52%

1

37-44.32
77-1>15

1035293

29 m,tel"$

273 meter.

302 meters

266 meters

295 meters

33 meters

262 meters

Antenna Make and Mod'l:

Orientation:

Electrical Beam Tilt:
Polarization:

Effective Radiated Power
(main...tobe, maximiJ"n):

I,
\/\IU,.'l\IOfO". D.e.

t ~

.;.j: I

I j

Andrew ATW25H3
HTC3-52S

225°r

0.75°
Hor'.zontal

5000 kw



SMITH ""0 FISHER,

EXHIBIT 0-1

ALLOCATION AND INTERFERENCE STUDY
,

PROPOSED WUPV(TV)
CHANNEL 52 • ASHlAND, VlRGINIA

I :
The NTSC spacing stYdy in Exhibit B-2, using the ~Ite coordinatea of WUPV(TV)., ,,

concludes that the proposed Channel 52 facility me7ts all spacing requirements of Section

73.610 of the FCC Rules with respect to other NT$C facilities, authOrizations and assignments

(f:xcept for that to the Courtland allotment, the deletion ot which is proposed in this petition.)
,
I

Since predicted interference rather than separation requirements to ON facilities

pertains to this petition, an interference study was the:1 conducted using the operating

P41ramelers of the proposed WUPV{TV) facility described in i:)(hibit C to determine if it meets the

DTV interfer.nce requirementi ofSection 73,623{C)(2) of the Commission's Rules. Specifically,
I '

the proposed facility must cause leu tnan 0.5 percent interference to the service population of
!

an authorized or proposed DTV station or to Its cOrresponaing allotment facility.
i :

The service area of a OTV Itation is defined as that which is calcuiated using the
i .

Longley-Rice propagation model to receive II signal of 41 db~ or greater and lies within the

predicted 41 dblJ. co~tour of the station, based o~ using the FCC's F(SO,90) curves, the station's
. I

effective radiated power, and 2-10 mile terrain a~.rage$ along each of the cardinal radials.
I
i '

In eyaJuating the interference effect of this proposal, we have relied upon the V-Soft

Communlcations ·Probe" computer program, wh'chi has been found generany to mimic the FCC's
I

program. Changes in interference caused by the addition ofWUPVon Channel 52 to pertinent
,,
i !DlV stations are tabulated in Exhibit 0-2. I
i
I

As indicated, the proposed WUPVfa~i1ity contributes les$ than 0.5 percent
I
I ,

interference to the service population of all pote~tially affected OlY stations. In addition, we
I
I
; ,
i I
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hive determined that the proposed WU PV allotment will not affect any Class A·eligible LPTV

Itation.

Therefore, this proposal meets the FCC's interference standards IS defined in
I
I

Section 73.623(e) of the Commission's Rules.

i
W .....,·NlITO~. O.C.

i



OTV INTERFERENCE ANALYSIS

PROPOSED WUPV{TV)
CHANNEL 52 - ASHLAND, VIRGtNIA

EXHIBIT 0-2

INTERFERENCE LOSSES (flOPULATIONl

41 cIlu service NTSC&DTV NTSC&OTV ". ofOTV
OTV Population INithout With Unmasked SeMce

CalSjan City, State QL ClongfeY-Rfce) Ashland AltUnd AshI8nd Populnan"

WTVD-DT Ourtl8m, NC 52 2,406.667 101,951 105,532 3,581 0.1
(Allot)

--- ._------ ---------_._..--------_._-----_ .. --------- - - -'--_ .. --- - -----_. --- - _. .'-_.,--_.- ---._-----.---- ._-_._---.- _.- _..- ._-- ,'------------_ .. ----- -- ----_.._--- .. -'-

WTVD-OT Durtlam. NC 52 2,354.283 76,514 19,017 2,503 0.1
(CP)

WTVO-OT Durham,NC 52 2.132.543 92,028 94,365 2,337 0.1
(LIe)

WMAR-DT Baltimore, MO 52 6,724,088 459,654 475.211 15,557 0.2
(lie)

WMAR-OT Baltimore, MD 52 7,495,443 664;440 692,367 27,927 0.04
(Allot.)

.. Must tie less than 0.5%, under FCC de minimi$ interference standards.


